March 14, 2001

connection with the environment.
Women may be at a greater risk for
disease associated to environmental
exposures due to several factors, in-
cluding body fat and size, a slower me-
tabolism of toxic substances, hormone
levels, and, for many, more exposure
for household cleaning reagents.

Over the past decade, evidence has
accumulated linking effects of the en-
vironment on women and reproductive
health, cancer, injury, asthma, auto-
immune diseases such as rheumatoid
arthritis and multiple sclerosis, birth
defects, Parkinson’s, mental retarda-
tion and lead poisoning. Lead and other
heavy metals found in the environment
have been implicated in increased bone
loss and osteoporosis in post-meno-
pausal women.

In one interesting study in New
York, researchers found that women
carrying a mutant form of a breast
cancer gene are at higher risk of devel-
oping breast or ovarian cancer if they
were born after 1940, as compared to
women with the same mutant genes be-
fore 1940. This suggests that environ-
mental factors are affecting the rates
of incidence.

The interaction between environ-
mental factors and one’s genes also af-
fect the susceptibility to disease. This
will be a major area of research now
that the Human Genome Project has
been completed and new disease-re-
lated genes are being found at a rapid
pace.

The evidence is clear and accumu-
lating daily that the by-products of our
technology are linked to illness and
disease and that women are especially
susceptible to these environmental
health-related problems.

We need health research programs
that are specifically targeted towards
women’s health. The passage of the
Women’s Health Environmental Re-
search Centers Act will be a crucial
step toward establishing the valuable
and needed basic research on the inter-
actions between women’s health and
environment.

The second initiative needed is to in-
crease awareness and access for Ameri-
cans to preventive screening tests for
diseases such as cancer. Screening will
save thousands of lives if it is detected
at its earliest and most treatable
stage.

I will soon introduce, along with the
gentlewoman from Maryland (Mrs.
MORELLA), the Colorectal Cancer
Screening Act. Often colorectal cancer
does not present any symptoms at all
until late in the disease’s progression.
When discovered through screening
tests, benign polyps can be removed,
preventing colorectal cancer from ever
occurring. But, unfortunately, fewer
than 40 percent of colorectal cancer pa-
tients have ever their cancer diagnosed
early.

Colorectal cancer is the second lead-
ing cause of cancer death in the United
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States for men and women combined.
An estimated 56,700 people will die
from colorectal cancer this year; and
135,400 new cases will be diagnosed.
These newly diagnosed cases that will
be divided nearly evenly among men
and women are particularly tragic be-
cause they could be prevented.

Medicare began covering colorectal
cancer screening in 1998, and many in-
surers now cover them also. However,
all insurers must give enrollees access
to this life-saving benefit, similar to
what has been done for mammography
screening.

Finally, I would like to mention that
Congress has asked the Centers for Dis-
ease Control to develop a nationwide
tracking network so we can begin to
draw the critical link between disease
and environmental toxins, genetic sus-
ceptibility and life-style. The Women’s
Caucus followed up with a letter to the
CDC director, Jeffrey Koplan, to reit-
erate our interest in this important
initiative.

Although we do not have cures for
the most devastating disease that af-
fects women, we can minimize our
chances of developing them or at least
prolong the years that we are healthy
by the understanding of the risk fac-
tors, both environmental and genetic,
as well as taking control of our health
by having preventive screening tests
before it is too late.

As a public servant and a scientist, I
believe that one of the most important
concerns of Congress should be to help
to promote America’s public health.
Congress should commit itself to pro-
vide all Americans access to medical
technologies that save lives, and Con-
gress must provide continued funding
for scientific research across all dis-
ciplines.

——
NEW ADMINISTRATION IS NOT SE-
RIOUS ABOUT ADDRESSING

GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILCHREST). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I, as a
Democrat, have an admission to make.
I have come before the House to admit
that I was fooled into believing that
the new administration was actually
serious about doing something about
global climate change. I was fooled
into having hopes that this administra-
tion would abide by its promises to
show some leadership to do something
about carbon dioxide, which is pol-
luting our atmosphere and warming
our planet.

I had those hopes until yesterday. I
want to tell my colleagues why I had
those hopes. The new director of the
Environmental Protection Agency,
former Governor Christie Todd Whit-
man, said last week that she wanted to
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work to do something to reduce carbon
dioxide emissions from our polluting
plants. A few weeks ago, the Secretary
of the Treasury said that he believed
that this was a serious problem, that it
needed to be addressed, and the govern-
ment could no longer afford to ignore
it.

The President of the United States
last September told the American peo-
ple and promised the American people
that, if elected President of the United
States, he would work to curtail car-
bon dioxide emissions from our power
generating plants in this country. A
promise, a pledge, a commitment that
yesterday was sadly broken when he
bowed down to the oil and gas industry
and said he was not going to lift a fin-
ger to reduce these CO, emissions, to
reduce the pollution that is coming out
of our plants.

I was fooled, and I am greatly dis-
appointed. But I have not given up, and
the reason I have not given up is be-
cause I believe that there are good
Members on both sides of the aisle in
this Chamber who are willing to show
some leadership in moving forward on
climate change issues.

I am just alerting Members of the
House to this fact that I do not think
we can look to leadership from the
White House on this after yesterday’s
stunning reneging on a promise to the
American people, and that we need to
show some leadership.

I am telling the House this because,
if we are going to have action by the
Federal Government of doing some-
thing about the climate change prob-
lem in this country, we in the House
are going to need to get out in front of
this issue.

I know there are Members on both
sides of the aisle who are willing to do
this. The gentleman from Maryland
(Mr. GILCHREST), who is in the chair
today, has shown a recognition and
some leadership in this regard.

To do this, I am urging my fellow
Members to do a few things: first, to
join our Global Climate Change Cau-
cus, a bipartisan group of Members who
are committed to finding common
sense and workable means of reducing
climate change emissions.

Second, I would ask our Members
during this tax cut debate that is going
on that, no matter what happens in the
tax cut, we devote a portion of it to
creating incentives for efficient clean
energy sources of new technology,
wind, solar, fuel cell technology; to
bring those technologies to market-
based prices; and to use this tax cut de-
bate in a meaningful way on an envi-
ronmental basis.

I ask Members to join the bipartisan
group that is working to try to fashion
some package of tax cuts that can help
these new technologies become a mar-
ket base so that we can put them in
our homes and our houses.
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I ask Members to cosponsor a bill I
have called the Home Energy Genera-
tion Act that will allow one when one
puts a solar panel on one’s home to sell
one’s excess power back to one’s utility
and have one’s meter run backwards so
one gets a credit.

There are a lot of things we can do,
but I am urging Members of the House
to come to the forefront and be leaders
because there is going to be a vacuum,
unfortunately, out of the White House.

Let me tell my colleagues another
thing very disturbing that happened
yesterday. The President of the United
States, when he decided to ignore the
explicit promise to the American peo-
ple on this CO, emission issue, said the
reason he did so was because he was
concerned about prices of electricity
going up.

Well, frankly, that is a surprise to us
because, for the last 2 months, we have
been asking the President of the
United States to do something about
electrical prices in the West, and he
has refused to do anything about it.

We have asked him to adopt a short-
term wholesale price cap, to have a cir-
cuit breaker to reduce these extraor-
dinary price increases that we are hav-
ing on the western United States right
now. He has refused to even consider it.

We let the greatest transfer of wealth
from the western United States to gen-
erators of electricity since Bonnie and
Clyde roamed the prairies because of
these huge run-ups in prices, unprece-
dented, unjustified, and unreasonable.
By the way, this is not just me talking.
Our own FERC, the Federal Energy
Regulation Commission, under the
Bush administration made a finding
that these prices were unreasonable,
unconscionable. I think unconscionable
is my language, but at least they said
unreasonable.

Despite that finding, the administra-
tion has refused to lift a finger to limit
these extraordinary increases in elec-
trical rates. We believe we are going to
ask the administration, we have been
asking for 2 months to do that.

Let me tell my colleagues why that
is so dangerous, Mr. Speaker. I am
going to read from the Wall Street
Journal article in yesterday’s paper,
which I will now summarize. We have
the possibility of losing 43,000 jobs, this
the State of Washington alone, if the
administration does not work with this
Congress in a bipartisan fashion to
adopt wholesale price caps. I hope all
my Members will join me in this effort.

———

CONGRESS NEEDS TO KEEP ITS 25—
YEAR PROMISE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from XKansas (Mr. MOORE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I have
been in Congress for 2 years, and I have
learned a lot of things after I got here.
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For example, 26 years ago, the Con-
gress passed and the President signed
into law a new bill called IDEA, which
stands for Individuals With Disabilities
Education Act. In that new law, the
Congress promised to the State and
local school districts, if they would
take special-needs children out of hos-
pitals and institutions and bring them
into local public schools, that Congress
and the Federal Government would
fund the cost of education to the tune
of 40 percent.

Mr. Speaker, 25 years later, last year,
Congress was up to 14.9 percent, not 40
percent, 14.9 percent; and that is out-
rageous. That is what we call an un-
funded mandate, and that is what gets
people back home in the real world so
upset with Congress. They promised
that they would do this and that. The
people locally did this, and Congress
did not fulfill their portion of the
promise.

Well, 25 years later, Mr. Speaker, I
think it is time that Congress stepped
up it the plate and filled the promise it
made 25 years ago.

I wrote President-elect at the time
Bush on January 25 and said to Presi-
dent-elect Bush: ‘I hope you will set
this a priority funding measure in your
new budget as the new President.”

I had the opportunity 4 weeks ago to
go to the White House and speak with
President Bush; and at that time, I
said to him, ‘“Mr. President, this is one
of the most important things we can do
that I think will beneficially affect
education, not only through every
State, but throughout our Nation in
public schools; and that is full funding
of special education the way Congress
promised 25 years ago.”’

The President said, ‘I understand,
but we would like to have a little more
flexibility and give the States and
local school districts an opportunity if
they need to build schools or use it for
special education.” Well, 25 years later,
again, somebody needs to speak up for
special needs children and say Congress
should fulfill its promise.

The President has a program he calls
Leave No Child Behind. Well, I say to
the President that, if we do not do this
when we have the opportunity this
year or next year, then we will never
do this. We will not leave one child be-
hind. We will leave thousands of chil-
dren behind, and that is disgraceful.

We have projected by the Congres-
sional Budget Office over the next 10
years a budget surplus of $5.6 trillion.
The President has recommended a $1.6
trillion tax cut. Surely if we can find
the political will to do a $1.6 trillion
tax cut, we can find the political will
and the backbone to fund a program
that is 256 years old for special-needs
children in our country.

It does not impact just special-needs
children. It will affect virtually every
child in public schools in our country,
because I have talked throughout my
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district in every school district
throughout my district to school ad-
ministrators and teachers; and a dis-
proportionate share of the present
school funding goes to special-needs
children. Nobody begrudges that. God
knows they need it. But sometimes the
people who are shortchanged are the
other kids, and not one child in our
public schools should be shortchanged
by Congress’ failure to perform its
promise.

This is not a partisan issue. When
one looks at a special-needs child, one
does not see a Republican, one does not
see a Democrat, one sees a child, a
child with needs, and needs that should
be addressed by this body.

If at this time in our Nation’s his-
tory, when we have these huge pro-
jected surpluses, we do not step up to
the plate and fulfill our promise, shame
on us. Shame on us. I hope and believe
that the President and the Congress
this year will do the right thing.

I talked just yesterday before the
Committee on the Budget hearing to
Secretary of Education Paige, and Sec-
retary Paige told us that the President
had recommended an increase in fund-
ing in special education, but far short
of the promise Congress made 25 years
ago.

We have got to do what is right. I
hope and believe we will do what is
right. We are a better Nation than the
way we have acted for the last 25 years.

———
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LACK OF HEALTH INSURANCE FOR
LOW-INCOME WOMEN

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILCHREST). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. SoOLIS) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to talk about the deplorable lack of
health insurance for low-income
women. Nearly 4 in 10 poor women are
uninsured. Four in ten.

We know that health care coverage is
critically important for low-income
women because they cannot afford to
pay for health care out of their own
pockets. Without health insurance,
women may decide not to get needed
health care because they cannot afford
it. Despite the fact that our country
has experienced large economic growth
over the past few years, the proportion
of low-income women who are unin-
sured actually rose 32 percent to 35 per-
cent. Clearly, our Nation’s economic
growth has not reached all segments of
our society.

This problem is even more pro-
nounced for immigrant and minority
low-income women. Mr. Speaker, 51
percent of low-income Latinas are un-
insured. That is more than half. Among
uninsured Latino adults in fair to poor
health, 24 percent of women have not
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